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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

ATLANTA DIVISION 
 

PATTY DURAND,  

Plaintiff,  

v. 

COMMISSIONER TIM G. ECHOLS,    
in his individual and official capacities as a  
Commissioner of the Georgia Public Service  
Commission, 

Defendant. 

 
 
 
 

CIVIL ACTION 
                   FILE NO.   

 
VERIFIED COMPLAINT  

FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND DAMAGES 
 

Plaintiff, Patty Durand (Durand or Plaintiff), brings this action against Public 

Service Commissioner Tim Echols (Commissioner Echols or Defendant)  under 42 

U.S.C. § 1983, and the First and Fourteenth Amendments of the United States 

Constitution for equitable relief and small damages concerning the blocking of her (and 

other citizens) Twitter and Facebook interactions, including the ability to view and reply 

to posts (“tweets”) by Commissioner Tim G. Echols of the Georgia Public Service 

Commission, to signal acknowledgment or approval of posts (“liking”), or to the 

republication of posts (“retweeting”) on the social media pages for Commissioner Echols.   

Defendant Echol’s censorship of Plaintiff (and others) because of posted comments with 

Case 1:22-cv-04548-VMC   Document 1   Filed 11/15/22   Page 1 of 29



 2 

contrary critical viewpoints of Commissioner Echols’ governmental-policy positions, 

including but not limited to criticism of Commissioner Echols’ positions on the viability 

of nuclear energy sources and programs in Georgia, effective methods of tackling carbon 

dioxide reduction, and Georgia utility rate increases violates Plaintiff’s freedom of speech 

guaranteed by the First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.  

PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff Patty Durand (hereinafter referred to as “Plaintiff”) is a resident of 

Rockdale County, Georgia. Plaintiff is a concerned citizen in Rockdale County 

and is politically active in her community. Plaintiff launched her campaign for 

Public Service Commission District 2 in July of 2021, and won the Democratic 

primary on May 24, 2022. However, on August 5, 2022, United States District 

Court Judge Steven Grimberg ruled that the Georgia Public Service Commission’s 

at-large elections violates the Voting Rights Act, and cancelled the general 

election between Plaintiff and the Incumbent, Commissioner Echols, formerly 

scheduled to take place in November of 2022. See Order, Rose v. Raffensperger, 

Civ. Act. No. 1:20-cv-0291-SDG, Doc. 151 (N.D. Ga. Aug. 5, 2022).1 Plaintiff 

                                                
1  The Eleventh Circuit stayed Judge Grimberg’s Order, but the U.S. Supreme Court 
granted the Plaintiffs’ Application requesting vacatur of the stay. See Order, Rose v. 
Raffensberger, No. 22A136,  597 U.S. __ (Aug. 19, 2022). Judge Grimberg’s injunction 
remains in effect and the general election for Georgia Public Service Commission District 
2 did not appear on the November 2022 ballot. Id.   
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engages in public debate via social media platforms such as Twitter, Facebook and 

Instagram.  On Twitter Plaintiff uses the username @PattyforGaPSC.   

2. Defendant Commissioner Tim G. Echols (hereinafter referred to as “Defendant 

Echols”) is sued in his individual capacity for small actual and nominal damages 

and official capacity for equitable relief. At all times relevant to the complaint, 

Defendant Echols acted under the color of law in restricting citizen participation 

on the social media Twitter Account and Facebook Page for Commissioner 

Echols. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

3. This action arises under the authority vested in this Court by virtue of 42 U.S.C. 

§ 1983, 28 U.S.C. § 1331, 28 U.S.C. § 1343 (a)(3), the First Amendment of the 

United States Constitution, and Georgia law.  

4. This Court has supplemental jurisdiction over any state law claims under 28 

U.S.C. § 1367. 

5. This Court has jurisdiction to grant declaratory and injunctive relief pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. § 2201-02 and 42 U.S.C. § 1983. 

6. Venue in this Court is proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 because the events giving 

rise to Plaintiff’s claims arose in this district and division and because Rockdale 

County is located within this district and division.  
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FACTS GIVING RISE TO PLAINTIFF’S CLAIMS  

7. Plaintiff Durand is a resident of Rockdale County, Georgia. Plaintiff is a 

concerned and active citizen that has voiced her opposition to policy positions 

articulated by Defendant Echols on Twitter, and was the Democratic candidate for 

the Georgia Public Service Commission District 2 Seat for the November 2022 

election, until that election was enjoined by United States District Judge Steven 

Grimberg on August 5, 2022. See Rose, 1:20-cv-0291-SDG, Doc. 151at 63-64. 

8. Plaintiff Durand wishes to engage in constitutionally protected speech within the 

designated or limited public forum created by Defendant Echols for citizen 

comment and other communication. Plaintiff desires to voice her beliefs and 

viewpoints through Twitter to a Commissioner for the Georgia Public Service 

Commission, to the staff who view the page, and to Commissioner Echols’ 

constituents and other citizens who participate in the forum to debate and 

comment on such matters of public concern about governmental operations. 

Defendant’s Official Twitter Page 

The public comment portion of the Twitter Account “@timechols” (hereinafter 

referred to as “Defendant’s Twitter Account”) is a designated or limited public 

forum for Commissioner Tim G. Echols on the social media platform Twitter.  See 
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Tim Echols (“@timechols”), TWITTER,  https://twitter.com/timechols?s 

=21&t=P8Mu-v-bpcFUd1Ve9bjxRg =21&t=P8Mu-v-bpcFUd1Ve9bjxRg (last 

visited Nov. 15, 2022) (attached and below as Exhibit A). 

9. Defendant Echols created Defendant’s Twitter Account in August of 2008. See id.   

10. Approximately 13,300 citizens “follow” Defendant’s Twitter Account, meaning 

that these citizens have subscribed to receive updates or notifications whenever 

Defendant Echols creates a new post, whether by “tweeting” original content, or 

by “retweeting” another Twitter user’s post, or by “tagging” another Twitter user 

within an individual tweet. See id.  

11. Defendants’ Twitter Account provides identifying information for Defendant 

Echols in its first entry as “Commissioner, Georgia Public Service Commission.” 

Id.     
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12. The posts and content of Defendant’s Twitter Account primarily concern his 

elected government position and his work related thereto.  On Defendant’s Twitter 

Account, Defendant Echols documents his governmental and public activities as a 

Public Service Commissioner, including links to on-line and print articles he has 

authored that identify him as Georgia Public Service Commissioner that discuss 

issues relevant to the responsibilities of the Georgia Public Service Commission.  

13. Defendant’s Twitter Account promotes policy issues Defendant Echols advances 

in his work as a Public Service Commissioner, provides relevant information to 

constituents and the public on Commission activities and issues, and updates 

citizens with official materials and notices about his official activities. 

14. Defendant Echols maintains Defendant’s Twitter Account and frequently “likes” 

posts or comments in support or praise of his policy positions and activities.  

Defendant Echols also maintains a separate private campaign-related Twitter 

account (hereinafter referred to as “Defendant’s Re-election Campaign Twitter 

Account”).   See Team Echols (“@TeamEcholsPsc”), TWITTER, 

https://twitter.com/teamecholspsc?s =21&t=dYFVg0Ow_zDBeHgvhz61tA  

(last visited Nov. 15, 2022).  See Exhibit B (attached and below).
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15. Defendant’s Twitter Account permits posts by other users engaging in public 

debate on matters of public concern, and specifically issues within the purview of 

the Public Service Commission and to policy views espoused by Defendant 

Echols.   

16. In a response to criticism from Plaintiff, and an acknowledgement of the public 

forum status of Defendant’s Twitter Account, Defendant Echols has described the 

nature of Defendant’s Twitter Account as follows: “I don’t know of an official in 

GA more transparent than me. My Twitter feed is the diary that lets you see 

everything I have done & said.” See Tim Echols (“@timechols”), TWITTER (Feb. 

13, 2020).  Exhibit C (attached and below).
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17. Like all Twitter users, Defendant Echols has the ability to block other users’ 

accounts, such that the blocked account cannot follow his Twitter Account or view 

his tweets, and therefore cannot reply or comment on those tweets. See Help 

Center, TWITTER, https://help.twitter.com/en/using-twitter/blocking-and-

unblocking-accounts, (last visited Nov. 15, 2022). Additionally, an account 

blocked by Defendant Echols cannot search his tweets, send him Direct Messages, 

and cannot view his followers, likes, or lists. Id.  

18. Blocked accounts do not receive any notification that a Twitter user has blocked 

them, but will see that they have been blocked if they attempt to visit that Twitter 

user’s home page or profile. Id. A blocked account may be unblocked by the 

account owner/manager by visiting their profile and clicking on the “blocked” 

button. Id

Defendant Echol’s Censorship of Plaintiff and Others 
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19. Despite the creation of a public forum for public discussion, Defendant has 

engaged in targeted and standard-less censorship the speech of Plaintiff and others 

on an official Twitter Account by blocking Plaintiff and other critics based on 

their viewpoints.  

20. Defendant has censored Plaintiff (and other critics) by blocking them from making 

any further posts on Defendant’s Twitter Account and by blocking them from 

replying or commenting on Defendant’s posts, tweets, and/or retweets. Defendant, 

as a matter of policy and practice, routinely and customarily censored the 

protected speech of citizens on Defendant’s Twitter Account solely because the 

speech was critical of Defendant Echols or his views as a Georgia Public Service 

Commissioner. 

21. On Information and belief, Defendant has no written policy that governs his 

interactions on Twitter, including proper use of his account, his treatment of other 

users and who, how and why Defendant Echol’s blocks other users from his 

account.  Actions taken by Defendant Echols with respect to Defendant’s Twitter 

Account are made in the unbridled discretion of Defendant.   

22. Prior to being blocked, Plaintiff engaged repeatedly with Defendant Echols, via 

the Defendant’s Twitter Account, by viewing tweets and replying to Defendant 

Echol’s Twitter posts, and “tagging” or “tweeting at” Defendant Echols by 

including a link to his account in her own Twitter posts. 
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23. For example, on or about September 7, 2017, Plaintiff tweeted at Defendant 

Echols: @TimEchols is this our future? OPINION: SC nuclear debacle by the 

numbers,” and attached a link to an Energy Central article. See Exhibit D (attached 

and below). Defendant Echols replied: “We hope the SC situation is not Georgia’s 

future. Our ratepayers are counting on us making wise decisions for this 60-80 

year investment.” Id 

 

  

 

24. On or about February 1, 2020, Defendant Echols re-tweeted a post by David 

Gattie (username @DavidGattie) asserting that a carbon tax in the United States 

would be ineffective to address global carbon dioxide levels. See Exhibit E 

(attached and below).  Plaintiff responded that the Georgia Public Service 

Commission’s $20 billion investment in nuclear power was itself a misguided 

policy, as it constituted funding that could provide alternative-energy sources that 

would save Georgia consumers from large rate increases. Id.  
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25. On or about November 23, 2020, Defendant Echols posted a link to a Net Zero 

Watch article discussing discord in Germany over costs related to wind and solar 

power. See Exhibit F (attached and below) Plaintiff replied: “[g]reen investment, 

new green technology development, and renewable energy exports are all major 

growth areas in Europe’s strongest economy. By having taken these steps, 

Germany remains on track to meet aggressive greenhouse gas reduction targets by 

2020 and 2050.” Id.  
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26. On or about September 8, 2021, Defendant Echols tweeted: “Georgia’s electric 

rates are 15% below the national average. My job is to keep cost and reliability 

front and center. See more here,” and appended a campaign video. See Exhibit G 

(attached and below). Plaintiff replied: “Not true. Georgia’s electric rates are 

average — not below,” and attached a link to an article in the Atlanta Journal-

Constitution titled “Georgians pay some of the highest energy bills in the country, 

report finds.” Id.  

 
 

27. On or about March 8, 2022, Defendant Echols tweeted: “Qualified to run for my 

third term this morning. A special thanks to so many out there who have helped 

me learn this job over the last 11 years. Let’s keep moving Georgia forward.” See 

Exhibit H (attached and below). Plaintiff replied: “You mean your friends at Ga 

Power? And the business lobby buddies? Because you sure haven’t listened to 

consumer advocates or environmental advocates or Ga PSC Public Interest staff.” 

Id.  
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28. On or about May 25, 2022, noting the outcome of the primary election, Defendant 

Echols tweeted: “Granted I was unopposed, but humbled to receive more votes 

than any candidate for any office that appeared on any ballot yesterday. Thank you 

for your confidence.”  See Exhibit I (attached and below). Plaintiff replied: “Are 

you all looking forward to paying the highest power bills in the nation too? Vogtle 

is a slow motion disaster silently streaming towards Georgia’s bills just like the 

Titanic steamed towards the unseen iceberg. We’re at #8 in high bills now with no 

protection thanks to Echols.” Id.  
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29. On or about July 21, 2022, Plaintiff tweeted: “@timechols: if you really want to 

pass motions that help customers you lobby colleagues behind the scenes and line 

up votes. You work to help customers all 12 years in office. This fake effort won’t 

work. People know the truth,” attaching a photograph of Defendant Echols 

appearing remotely for a Georgia Public Service Commission meeting. See 

Exhibit J (attached and below). 

 

30. On an unknown date subsequent to this Tweet, Defendant Echols blocked Plaintiff 

from his Twitter account.  

31. Plaintiff has never made any threatening posts directed at Defendant Echols or 

anyone.    
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32. None of Plaintiff’s tweets, replies to tweets, or taggings were defamatory, 

pornographic, obscene, or incitements to violence.  

33. Plaintiff is currently blocked from Defendant’s Twitter Account.  

34. Plaintiff suffered and continues to suffer loss of First Amendment rights and 

distress as a result of this campaign of harassment and intimidation and denial of 

her First Amendment rights.  

Others Blocked from Defendant Echols’ Twitter Account 

35. Defendant Echols has blocked other critics from his Twitter Account. For 

example, Robert Searfross (username @RLeeatlga) has tweeted at Defendant 

Echols or replied to tweets by Defendant Echols concerning his support of nuclear 

energy policy and in particular the costs associated with the Georgia Power Vogtle 

facility. Defendant Echols has blocked Robert Searfoss because of this criticism.  

36. For example, on or about December 12, 2019, Defendant Echols tweeted: “Catch 

my op-ed in the @ajc today on energy rates,” posting a link to an on-line Atlanta 

Journal-Constitution article he authored. See Exhibit K (attached and below). 

Robert Searfoss replied: “Now that ekkels is not going to be appointed senator, he 

needs to go on and resign at the PSC so he can work full time for Georgia Power.” 

Id. 
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37. On or about March 3, 2021, Defendant Echols tweeted: “The #gapsc has a zero 

tolerance for deceptive natural gas marketing. Tune in Saturday to @MattersRadio 

to find out more about gas regulation in GA,” and posted a link to a page on the 

official website of the Georgia Public Service Commission. See Exhibit L 

(attached and below).  Robert Searfoss replied: “Apparently there was some 

deception that sneaked by the regulators of the touted, killed SC twin of Georgia’s 

Vogtle Vortex. South Carolina finally detected deception and stopped it. Georgia’s 

Zombie Vortex has grown ‘state-budget size.’ #gapsc has loosed it on Georgians,” 

and attached a link to a news article on a federal criminal case in South Carolina 

implicating a disgraced utility executive. Id.  
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38. On or about April 24, 2022, Defendant Echols retweeted an article from Nuc Net 

discussing announcements from French Presidential Candidates seeking to expand 

the number of nuclear reactors in France, with the question “Will the US follow 

this lead?”  See Exhibit M (attached and below).  Robert Searfoss replied: 

“Georgians cannot trust anyone at the Public Service Commission for protection 

from paying for and paying profits on the overruning [sic] billions in management 

mistakes, building blunders, and construction correction re-doos. Owners, not 

customers should pay.” Id.  
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39. On an unknown date subsequent to this Tweet, Defendant Echols blocked Robert 

Searfoss from his Twitter Account.  

40. Defendant Echols has blocked Plaintiff and other critics from Defendant’s Twitter 

Account solely because their viewpoint was critical of his viewpoint. 

Defendant’s Official Facebook Page Blocks Plaintiff 

41. The Facebook Page “Tim G. Echols (Commissioner Tim Echols)” (hereinafter 

referred to as “Defendant’s Facebook Page”) is a designated and/or limited public 

forum for Defendant Echols on the social media platform Facebook. See Exhibit 

N, Tim G. Echols, FACEBOOK, https://facebook.com/timgechols (last visited 

Nov. 15, 2022).   

42. Defendant’s Facebook Page was created in or about June of 2008.  Id. 

43. Approximately 4,994 citizens follow Defendant’s Facebook Page. See id. 
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44. Defendant’s Facebook Page identifies Defendant Echols as “Public Service 

Commissioner at State of Georgia,” and states “I serve as one of the state’s elected 

PSC commissioners.” Id.   

45. Defendant’s Facebook Page contains a link to Defendant’s Twitter Account, and 

the “Contact Info” section on Defendant’s Facebook Page provides Defendant’s 

address at the office of the Georgia Public Service Commission: “244 Washington 

St Sw Room 232, Atlanta, GA, United States, 30334.” Id. 

46. The posts and content of Defendant’s Facebook Page primarily concern his elected 

government position and his work related to that position.  On Defendant’s 

Facebook Page, Defendant Echols documents his governmental and public 

activities as a Public Service Commissioner, including links to on-line and print 

articles he has authored.  These articles identify Defendant Echols as a Georgia 

Public Service Commissioner and discuss issues relevant to the responsibilities of 

the Georgia Public Service Commission.  

47. Defendant’s Facebook Page promotes policy issues Defendant Echols advances in 

his work as a Public Service Commissioner, while providing constituents and the 

public relevant information on Commission activities and issues, and updating 

citizens with official materials and notices about his official activities. 
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48. Defendant Echols also maintains a separate campaign-related Facebook Page 

entitled “Keep Echols on the PSC.” See Exhibit O, Keep Echols on the PSC, 

FACEBOOK, https://www.facebook.com/timecholspsc (last visited Nov. 15, 

2022). This Facebook Page has approximately 486 followers.  

49. Defendant’s official Facebook Page includes posts by other users engaging in 

public debate on matters of public concern, including those issues within the 

purview of the Public Service Commission and policy views expressed by 

Defendant Echols on the platform.   

50. Like all Facebook users, Defendant Echols controls what appears on his Facebook 

“Timeline”: Comments and posts can be deleted by the Facebook page host while 

the Facebook Page user/commenter has no ability to delete or block the posts of 

others, but may delete or block their own posts. See Facebook Help Center, “Your 

Profile,” https://www.facebook.com/help/1640261589632787/?helpref=hc_fnav 

(last visited Nov. 15, 2022). 

51. Like all Facebook users, Defendant Echols can “block” other users, which 

prevents them from “tagging” his Facebook Page on their own Timeline, and also 

prevents the blocked user from viewing Defendant Echols’ profile or the content 

posted on his own Timeline. See id., “Unfriending or Blocking Someone,” 
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https://www.facebook.com/help/1000976436606344/?helpref=hc_fnav (last 

visited Nov. 15, 2022).  

52. Despite the creation of a public forum for public discussion, Defendant has 

engaged in targeted censorship of Plaintiff’s speech on his Facebook Page by 

deleting comments and/or blocking Plaintiff entirely.  

53. Defendant blocks other Facebook users because of disagreement with the 

viewpoint of their messages similar to his blocking of Plaintiff from Facebook. 

54. Defendant has censored Plaintiff by blocking her from making any further posts 

on his Facebook Page and banning her from expressing an opinion using the 

reaction feature (e.g., “Likes”). Defendant, as a matter of policy and practice, 

censored the protected speech of citizens on the Facebook Page solely because the 

speech was in opposition to Defendant Echols and/or his political views. 

55. On or before November 7, 2022, Defendant Echols blocked Plaintiff from 

viewing, commenting, or otherwise responding to Posts on Defendant Echols’ 

Facebook Page because of her critical viewpoints previously espoused on his 

Facebook Page. 
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CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

Count I 
Retaliation for Exercise of First Amendment Free Expression under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 

(Against Defendant in his individual and official capacity) 
 

56. This Count incorporates the factual allegations set forth above. 

57. Plaintiff engaged in constitutionally protected speech in opposition of Defendant 

Echols’ stated governmental policy positions, including but not limited to criticism 

of Commissioner Echols’ positions on the viability of nuclear energy sources and 

programs in Georgia, effective methods of tackling carbon dioxide reduction, and 

Georgia utility rate increases.   

58. Defendant silenced Plaintiff’s protected speech and censored Plaintiff’s speech by 

denying her the right to speak publicly on Defendant’s Twitter Account and 

Defendant’s Facebook Page as retaliation for Plaintiff’s exercise of her 

constitutionally protected right to speak on matters of public concern. 

59. Such conduct would deter a person of ordinary firmness from the exercise of First 

Amendment rights. Moreover, blocking Plaintiff from Defendant’s Twitter 

Account and Defendant’s Facebook Page prevents Plaintiff from exercising her 

First Amendment rights and is a prior restraint on speech.  Plaintiff seeks 

declaratory/injunctive relief and was damaged by the blocking which 

prevented her First Amendment activities. 
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Count II 
Violation of Plaintiff’s First and Fourteenth Amendment Right to Free Speech under 

42 U.S.C. § 1983  
(Against Defendant in his individual and official capacities) 

 
60. This Count incorporates the factual allegations set forth above. 

61. Citizens speech on official Twitter Accounts, Facebook Pages, and other social 

media pages for governmental actors is subject to the same First Amendment 

protections as any other speech. 

62. Defendant’s blocking of Plaintiff from Defendant’s Twitter Account and 

Defendant’s Facebook Page violates Plaintiff’s right to freedom of expression 

because it imposes viewpoint-based restrictions on Plaintiff’s participation in a 

designated or limited public forum for citizen speech.   

63. Defendant’s lack of standards for blocking posters or censoring posts constitutes 

unbridled discretion in decision-making silencing speech in violation of the First 

and Fourteenth Amendments and content and viewpoint restrictions on speech in 

violation of the First Amendment.  

64. By blocking Plaintiff from Defendant’s Twitter Account and Defendant’s 

Facebook Page, Defendant has both directly and implicitly chilled Plaintiff’s free 

expression, as well as that of all citizens. 
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65. By blocking Plaintiff from Defendant’s Twitter Account and Defendant’s 

Facebook Page, Defendant has created a prior restraint on Plaintiff’s free 

expression, as well as that of other citizens. 

66. Defendant violated and continues to violate a clearly established constitutional 

right – the right to speak freely on topics relevant to the government in a 

government-established forum, and particularly the interactive features of an 

online social-media-based forum – of which all reasonable government officials 

should have known. 

67. Plaintiff is denied this right to free expression each time she is prevented from 

commenting, liking posts, or interacting in any way on Defendant’s Twitter 

Account and Defendant’s Facebook Page. 

68. The denial of constitutional rights is irreparable injury per se, and Plaintiff is 

entitled to declaratory and injunctive relief to restore her access to Defendant’s 

Twitter Account and Defendant’s Facebook Page. 

69. Additionally, Plaintiff experienced emotional, reputational and other injuries as a 

consequence of being blocked and denied her First Amendment rights for a 

sustained period of time on issues of critical importance to her and the public at 

large. 
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Count III 
Declaratory and Injunctive Relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2201, et seq. 

(Against Defendant in her official capacity) 
 

70. This Count reincorporates all preceding paragraphs as if set forth fully herein 

below. 

71. An actual controversy has arisen and now exists between Plaintiff and Defendant 

concerning Plaintiff’s rights under the United States Constitution. A judicial 

declaration is necessary and appropriate at this time as to Count II above. 

72. As described above, Plaintiff alleges that Defendant’s actions violate the First and 

Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution. 

73. Plaintiff seeks a declaration that Defendant’s censorship of posts on Defendant’s 

Twitter Account and Defendant’s Facebook Page that are critical of him and/or his 

policies is unconstitutional and blocking of Plaintiff and others from Defendant’s 

Twitter Account and Defendant’s Facebook Page violates Plaintiff’s rights to 

freedom of speech under the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 

States Constitution. 

74. Plaintiff seeks injunctive relief requiring Defendant to (1) Enjoin the unlawful 

practice of blocking and censoring Plaintiff’s comments on Defendant’s Twitter 

Account and Defendant’s Facebook Page due to her viewpoint (2) Enjoin the 

current unconstitutional and standard-less practice of blocking posters; (3) restore 
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Plaintiff’s posting privileges that were blocked and afford Plaintiff full access 

afforded any other citizen to Defendant’s Twitter Account and Defendant’s 

Facebook Page. 

REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, on the basis of the foregoing, Plaintiff respectfully prays 

that this Court: 

a) Assume jurisdiction over this action; 

b) Hold a trial by jury on all issues so triable;  

c) Declare Defendant’s viewpoint-based censorship and of blocking Plaintiff 

(and others) from Defendant’s Twitter Account and Defendant’s Facebook 

Page to be unconstitutional; 

d) Enjoin Defendant’s unlawful practice of censoring Plaintiff’s comments on 

Defendant’s Twitter Account and Defendant’s Facebook Page based upon 

the viewpoint; 

e) Enjoin the current unconstitutional and standard-less practice of deleting 

platform activity and blocking users from Defendant’s Twitter Account and 

Defendant’s Facebook Page due to their content or viewpoint; 
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f) Enter an injunction restoring Plaintiff’s posting privileges that were 

blocked and afford Plaintiff full access afforded any other citizen to 

Defendant’s Twitter Account and Defendant’s Facebook Page; 

g) Award presumed, general and special compensatory damages to Plaintiff in 

an amount determined by the enlightened conscience of fair and impartial 

jurors; 

h) Award punitive damages against Defendant Echols in his individual 

capacity; 

i) Award reasonable attorney’s fees, expenses, and costs of litigation pursuant 

to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and other applicable law; and 

j) Award such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

Respectfully submitted this 15th day of November, 2022. 

 
/s/ Gerald Weber 
Gerald Weber 
Georgia Bar No. 744878 
 
LAW OFFICES OF GERRY WEBER, 
LLC 
Post Office Box 5391 
Atlanta, GA 31107 
404-522-0507 
wgerryweber@gmail.com 

/s/ Craig Goodmark 
Craig Goodmark 
GA Bar No. 301428 
 
GOODMARK LAW FIRM 
1425 Dutch Valley Place Suite A 
Atlanta, GA  30324 
404-719-4848 
cgoodmark@gmail.com 
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/s/ Richard Holcomb 
Richard Holcomb 
Georgia Bar No. 360333 
 
LAW OFFICE OF RICHARD HOLCOMB 
623 Clifton Road NE 
Atlanta, GA 30307 
404-373-6343 

 

Attorneys for Plaintiff  
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